Obituaries or death announcements in newspapers are examined as the traces (cf. Latour, 2007) of rules that guide the formation of family assemblages, which in turn are thought to mark social bonds between assembled persons. Connectedness manifested by obituaries does not necessarily mean emotional closeness; instead its essential element is the genealogy that generates social bonds. This is examined here with the rule of genealogical proximity, but also with other rules that organize these ties, some to such an extent that they intrude into the workings of the rule of genealogical proximity. The rule of monogamy is such a rule and so is the rule of equality. These are the three rules that are examined in this chapter.
Riitta Jallinoja 79 proximity. The outline of this rule draws its inspiration from Lévi-Strauss, Bourdieu, Schneider and Carsten, above all. After this more theoretical delineation, I return to the data to take under scrutiny the rule of monogamy, which dictates the location of spouses in obituaries. Then I go on to see how divorce complicates the workings of the rules of genealogical proximity and monogamy. After that I examine the backstage of obituaries, what is behind the rule-governed front. Its investigation brought to light the third rule, the rule of equality. To close, I consider death as a cause for assembling and the specification of the three rules: after all, they organize the relationship between families in two generations, the family of origin and the subsequent families of procreation and the relationship that the death of a member of the family of origin revives.
Data
The analysis is mainly based on obituaries published in Helsingin Sanomat, the Finnish newspaper with overwhelmingly the largest readership (about one million daily) in Finland. I started to collect the data four years ago, unsystematically at the time, to see the variation in the ranking orders of the lists of mourners, in all its scope. After that I collected the principal data, consisting of 1490 obituaries published on Saturdays and Sundays (a vast majority of obituaries are published on those two days), from August to December 2008.
The feasibility of the data is dependent on how frequently the mourners in the obituaries are categorized. Kin categories absolutely dominate categorization, but friends are also mentioned, most often by bundling them into the phrases 'other relatives and friends' or 'relatives and friends', nearly always in this order. Regarding kin categories, a sufficient amount of information was obtained, as 44 per cent of the obituaries denote the mourners according to their kin relationship. For 15 per cent, information in this respect is imperfect, but the obituaries contained many illuminating hints that made it possible to infer the missing kin categories reliably. In most of these cases, some kin categories are mentioned, while the missing categories can be concluded on the basis of the names (they are very often generation-based) and the layout, that is, how the names and rows are located on the lists. Naturally, the assumptions can most easily be made based on the most common ranking order. In some cases the deceased were well-known persons whose close relatives are also known, or the information was possible to derive from Who is Who. In addition, I included in this
